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To the editor:
We read with interest the recent article 1 Among other things, that article pointed out that Nature's policy was weaker than a number of its peer publications. You will be interested to know that despite the fact that it was cited as having one of the strongest policies, The Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences has taken additional steps to improve its policy 4 , by explicitly expanding the disclosure requirement to "all authors, members, referees, and editors"-be they authors of letters, review articles, or editorials. Particularly in light of the New York Times article, the undersigned urge you to revisit our recommendations and establish a more robust policy that requires (i) mandatory disclosure of conflicts of interest for all authors, referees, and editors, (ii) mandatory disclosure of all information regarding the specific contributions of authors, (iii) publication of those disclosures, and (iv) rejection of submissions where authors' conflicts are incompatible with integrity in science. Such a policy is a necessary safeguard against potential bias and would ensure that your readers have sufficient information to evaluate the studies, commentary, reviews, letters, and other statements made in the pages of the Nature journals.
